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in thought I might probably make some alter- 
ations and additions; but on going over it, although 
I am conscious of its imperfections, I came to the 
conclusion it would be best to leaveit asitis. It 
makes no claim to originality, as I make use of the 
_ facts and language of the Introduction to Miiller’s 
Book of Concord. I think it would probably do 
most good if the author’s name would not appear 
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THE SYMBOLIGAL BOOKS 
<The Gvangelical Lutheran Gharch. 


A CoNVERSATION BETwEeEN “ A.,” OF THE GENERAL 
Synop, AND “B.,” oF THE GENERAL COUNCIL. 


B. My dear A., I understand you to say that your 
<- principal objection to us of the General Council is, 
i. that we receive all the so-called Symbolical Books 2 
_. A. Thatisso. Jam willing to receive, and, with 
o _ the General Synod, do receive the Augsburg Confession, 
_— but am utterly opposed to receiving the rest of the 
symbolical books. 
-~ 3B. Has it ever struck you, that when you say, the 
in “‘rest”’ of the symbolical books, you admit that the 
-¢ Augsburg Confession, which you receive, is also one 
MD of the symbolical books? | 
_» A, Tnever think of that name in connection with 
the Augsburg Confession. The name “ symbolical 
“) books’ is always associated exclusively, in our 
1 
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minds, with those other long and strange books which 
you symbolists receive, and of which the people 
know nothing. | 

B. However much you may have confined the 
name to those other books, I think you will find that 
it applies to the Augsburg Confession just as well, and 
that in fact it is the principal symbolical book of the 
Lutheran Church. Suppose we take the dictionaries 
and see how they explain the word. Here they are; 
please read for yourself. 

A. Worcester says: “Symbol (Hecles.). A creed 
or formulary of religious belief; an abstract or com- 
pendium.” ‘ Symbolical books (Theol.). Books con- 
taining the creeds and confessions of different 
churches. Brande.”’ 

B. As you are looking there, will you please to 
read what he says about the word Symbolist ? 

A. “Symbolist,” “ One who uses symbols.” 

_ B. You believe the Augsburg Confession is a creed 
or formulary of religious belief, do you not? 

A, Certainly. | 

B. If then a symbolical book is a book that contains 
the creed or confession of a church, and the Augsburg 
Confession contains the creed or confession of the 
Evangelical Lutheran Church, is not the Augsburg 
Confession “a symbolical book ?”’ 

A. Well, I suppose I must admit that. 

B. And as you and the General Synod use the 
Augsburg Confession as your creed, might not the 
word symbolist be applied to you also? 

A. Probably it might, but still it is more properly 
and exclusively applied to those that use all the sym- 
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bols or symbolical books, or properly speaking—those 
other books, which we call the symbolical books. 

B. I know that you and your side of the house 
are very fond of calling those “other books,” the 
“‘symbolical books,” but I think that I have already 
proved, very simply and incontrovertibly, that the 
Augsburg Confession is also a symbolical book. 
But, will you allow me to ask you another question ? 

A. Certainly, as many as you please, and I will 
try to answer them as well as I can. 

B. What makes you receive and acknowledge the 
Augsburg Confession as the creed, or if you will per- 
mit me to use the word, the symbolical book of the 
Lutheran Church ? ; 

A. Well, I suppose I may say, because it has been 
regarded by all Lutherans, as the acknowledged 
‘document which sets forth the creed or the religious 
views of the Lutheran Church. 

B. You believe then that the Augsburg Confes- 
sion was the acknowledged, authorized and official 
creed of our Church, before the General Synod was 
in existence, and before the Lutheran Church was 
planted in America? 

A, Certainly, I never doubted that. 

B. Now, if it could be shown that the Lutheran 
Church, from the earliest days of its history, had 
some other creeds, confessions, or, if you please, sym- 
bolical books, would it not be proper for you to receive 
them, as well as the Augsburg Confession ? 

A. Well, I suppose, if there were any others that 
occupied the same position, and had come down with 
the same-sanction, I ought to receive them, but I do 
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not believe that to be the case, and the Angas 
Confession is sufficient for me. 

B. Have you ever examined the other symbolical 
books, and are you acquainted with the names, char- 
acter and claims of these books? 

A. I must confess that I have paid very little at- 
tention to the matter. I have a general notion about 
them, and have satisfied myself, from what I have 
read in our church papers, and heard from the pulpit, 
and in conversation with our minister and others, 
‘that these so-called symbolical books were written a 
good while after the Augsburg Confession, by dif- 
ferent theologians, who built a good deal of wood, 
hay and stubble on the good Augsburg Confession, 
and spun out a great many nice and abstruse theo- 
logical distinctions and definitions, which are not in 
accordance with the Word of God, and only bind a 
-new yoke upon the consciences of men. 

B. [thought as much. You have suffered your- 
self to be prejudiced, to prejudge the case with- 
out a proper examination. You must excuse me for 
saying so, for you admit as much. If you have no 
objections, | would like to look into the matter with 
you, and would ask you to give it a candid examina- 
tion. 

A. [have no objection, and would not have you 
suppose that I shrink from examination and argu- 
ment. 

B. Well, then, let us get at it at once. Herel have 
a volume called “the Book of Concord,” which con- 
tains the “ symbolical books of the Evangelical Lu- 
theran Church.” Before saying anything about this 
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“ Book of Concord,” let us see what creeds or confes- 
sions it contains and presents, as those which are ac- 
cepted by our Church. Here then, first of all, you 
find “‘The three chief symbols; or Confessions of 
Christian Faith, unanimously taught in the Church,” 
viz., 1. The Apostolical Confession or Symbol, the 
well-known Apostles’ Creed. Have you any objec- 
tion to that ? 

A. How can you ask? You know that all Chris- 
tians receive that as the earliest and simplest form 
of creed or confession of faith, and I would be very 
glad to see all the churches in the General Synod imi- 
tate you symbolisis (excuse me for using the term), in 
repeating this aloud in the services of the Lord’s day 
and in the Sunday-school. 

B. Tam glad to hear you say so, but I want you 
to remember that this Apostles’ Creed is also one of 
our symbolical books, and that you already admit 
that you receive one—this one—in addition to the 
Augsburg Confession. But here is the second: “ The 
Nicene Confession or symbol.’’ Have you any objec- 
tion to that? 

A. Not the least—all evangelical Christians and ‘ 
the Greek and Roman Churches receive that? 

B. Here is a third, “The Athanasian Confession or 
symbol,” directed against the Arians? How about 
this ? 

A, Oh, it is hardly worth asking. You know 
that we receive these three ancient creeds. 

B. I know you do, but still I thought it well to 
call your attention to them. Let me read what is 
said about them in the “ Introduction ” to this Book 
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of Concord. ‘The ecumenical or Catholic symbols 
(these three) form the basis of church symbols. The 
Lutheran Church has placed these in the front part 
of the Book of Concord, and of her peculiar symbol- 
ical writings, for the purpose of showing her connec- 
tion with the pure church of the first centuries, of 
attaching herself to it, and of testifying that her 
symbols are intended to introduce no new doctrine, 
_ but they should be regarded merely as a necessary, 
growing expansion of the earliest Confession of the 
Church, by historic explanations of the diversified 
relations of the church.” One of our church theo- 
logians, named Huiierus, says of them: “‘ These sym- 
bols, such as the three ecumenical symbols, which 
had been approved by the unanimous consent of the 
whole Catholic Church, obtained far greater author- 
ity than those which were received by the judgment 
and approbation of some particular churches.” We 
are therefore agreed so far in receiving these three 
ancient creeds. We now come to the creeds which 
are peculiar to the Lutheran Church; which eman- 
ated from her, and in which she sets forth her pecu- 
‘liar views, and the points in which she differs from 
other churches. And the first of these is “The 
Unaltered Augsburg Confession.”” What do you 
say of that? 
_ A. You know that I and the whole General Synod 
receive that as a correct exhibition of the fundamental 
doctrines of the Word of God. 

B. T will take it for granted, for the present, and 
we go on tothe next. It is the “‘ Apology of the 
Augsburg Confession,” and is, as you see, four or 
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five times as long as the Augsburg Confession. 
What do you say of that ? : 

A. I must confess that I never read it, and do not 
believe in such an expansion and amplification of 
doctrine. I dare say there are a great many things 
in it that are not in accordance with Scripture, and 
that it goes to lengths which the wie arse Confes- 
sion never contemplated. 

B. My*best reply to you is, Read it for ire 
and compare it with the Awmabriny Confession and 
the Word of God. But there are a few facts in con- 
nection with it that I would like to bring to your 
notice, for they may serve to remove some of your 
prejudices, and show you, even before you read it, 
that there is good reason for receiving it as one of 
our confessions, or creeds, or symbolical books. Do you 
know who wrote it ? 

A. I believe that it was Philip Melanchthon. 

B. And do you not think that this simple fact 
alone is already a great deal in its favor? 

A. lam willing to admit that it is, for I have a 
very exalted opinion of the learning and piety of 

Melanchthon. ; 
 £B. But I think when I remind you of a few other 
facts, you will be still more impressed in its favor. 
You know that the Augsburg Confession received its 
present form, the form in which it was presented to 
the Emperor Charles V., from the hand. of Philip 
Melanchthon. You know that it was presented as 
the Confession and solemn declaration of the Evan- 
gelical Protestants, or more strictly speaking—the 
Lutherans (for it was their Confession exclusively), on 
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the 25th of June, 1530, at the great Diet of Augs- 
burg. This glorious Confession made a great impres- 
sion upon all that heard it, and the Emperor, to 
counteract its effect, “desired a refutation of the 
Confession to be drawn up in his name.” After 
much labor his theologians completed one. “ This 
was not effected until the third day of August, when 
finally the work which was called the Confutation, 
was permitted to be read in the German language 
by the Private Secretary of the Emperor, before the 
members of the Diet in session, in the same hall in 
which the Augsburg Confession itself had been de- 
livered.”’ It took up the Augsburg Confession, arti- 
cle by article, and attempted to confute it. 

‘¢ In compliance with the order of the Elector, and 
some other theologians, who instructed him to pre- 
pare an Apology for the Confession, Melanchthon com- 
posed his Refutation. Now, when on the twenty- 
second of September, the abstract of the resolutions 
of the Diet was read, and it was there asserted that 
the (Augsburg) Confession of the Evangelical party 
had been refuted by the Confutation, the Elector of 
Saxony. caused the Apology (prepared by Melanch- 
thon) to be introduced and presented by Briick. 
Frederick, the Count Palatine, had already received 
it, and the Emperor himself had extended his hand 
to take the manuscript, when King Ferdinand pushed 
back the hand of the Emperor, whispered in his ear, 
and induced him to refuse the reception of the in- 
strument.” 

‘“‘The first copy of the Apology was composed at 
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the same time in Latin and German,” as had been 
the case with the Augsburg Confession. 

In the middle of April, 1531, this “ Apology ” ap- 
peared complete in print. Melanchthon gave it the 
title of ‘The Apology for the Confession,” and in 
the German text, “The Apology for the Confession, 
translated from the Latin into German, by Justus 
Jonas.” 

You see, therefore, it was written by the author 
of the Augsburg Confession, at the request and upon 
the authority of the very persons who presented the 
Confession; that it was a formal answer to the Roman 
Catholic Confutation ; that it was what you might call 
an official defence of the Confession, presented by the 
same persons and almost with the same formality as 
the Augsburg Confession itself, and at the same 
great Diet, and that it was published a very few 
months afterward. If you examine it, you will find 
that it corresponds “article by article,’ with the 
Augsburg Confession ; wherefore Chancellor Briick, 
with great reason, called it “the correlative of the 
Confession.” 

Now [ ask you, before you have read it yourself, 
Is it reasonable to suppose that this ‘“‘ Apology” 
would contain anything contrary to the Augsburg 
Confession? Is it not reasonable that we should 
gladly receive this authoritative explanation and de- 
Fence of the Augsburg Confession ? 

A. I must admit that these facts are very strongly 
in its favor, and at first sight I feel prepared to say 
that if the Augsburg Confession expressed the Lutheran 
faith, this defence or Apology, prepared by the same 
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hand, and endorsed by the same Confessors, must 
be but an expanded Confession of the same. But, 
was this “ Apology” acknowledged by the Lutheran 
Church afterwards, and did it take the position of a 
symbolical book? 

B. I am able to answer you by stating that it was 
brought forward, already in 1532, at the Convention 
of Schweinfurth, by the Evangelical party, as an ac- 
knowledgment of their faith, and in 1587, at Smal- 
eald, it was subscribed together with the Confession. 
A high authority says of it: “On the most essential 
point, namely, on doctrine, it is as pure as the Con- 
fession itself, as a justification of which it was writ- 
ten.” 

If you read it you will find it one of the most in- 
structive, evangelical, logical, eloquent and edifying 
books you have ever read, that will teach you more 
sound theology than most books which may be bet- 
ter known to you. 

A. If this is so, [am surprised that the leading 
minds of our side of the house reject this ‘‘ symboli- 
cal book.” 

B. Youwill be much more surprised, as we go on. 
We turn to the next “Symbolical Book,” as it fol- 
lows in this “ Book of Concord.” It is called “the 
Smalcald Articles.”” Have you ever heard of them? 

A. I have heard of them, and that is about all. I 
think I have read something about the name “ Smal- 
cald”’ in the history of the Reformation, but about — 
the “ Articles” I know nothing. 

B. Let me then tell you something about them. 
Pope Paul III., in the year 1536 (six years after 
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the presentation of the Augsburg Confession) had 
proclaimed the general and long-desired Council to 
convene on the 28d of May, 1587, at Mantua, and 
invited the Evangelical party to attend. The Evan- 
gelical party, however, entertained no great hopes 
as to the issue of such a Council; indeed it was their 
opinion, as Luther declared, that there was no need 
of a council on their part. Yet they wished to keep 
themselves in readiness, if one should be held, to 
present their Confession, as they had presented it 
before the Emperor and the Assembly at Augsburg. 
With this view the Elector of Saxony gave instruc- 
tions to Luther, on the 11th of December, 1536, to 
prepare Articles of Faith, which could be made the 
grounds of deliberation at that Council. Lutherim- - 
mediately drew up these Articles, privately, at Wit- 
temberg, in accordance with the charge of the 
Elector, and in the year 1536, at his request, laid 
them before Agricola, Spalatin, and Amsdorf, for 
their examination. By these men his manuscript 
was approved, and on the third of January, 1537, it 
was sent to the Elector by Spalatin. These Articles 
were laid before the theologians collected at Smal- 
eald, February, 1537, on the summons of their rulers, 
and there they were subscribed by these theologians. 
There is an Appendix attached to the Articles of 
Smaleald, which was written by Melanchthon. 
These Articles of Smaleald, composed by Luther, to- 
gether with the Appendix by Melanchthon, constitute 
an important part of the symbolic defence of the Lu- 
theran Church. They were composed at the request 
of the Evangelical princes and estates, presented be- 
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fore a public assembly of these nobles, approved and 
adopted, and, in connection with the Augsburg Con- 
fession and the Apology, were subscribed by the 
theologians. Thus it was proper to form them into 
one system with the first symbols; but they have, in 
consequence of their nature, an independent signifi- 
cance, because in these the Lutherans have, for the 
first time, explained with fulness and precision, their 
relation to the Pope and to Popery. It may be said, 
that in and through these, the Reformation has been 
established, and a separation of the Evangelical from 
the Roman churches definitely settled. 

A. I feel the force of what you say, and am ready 
to believe that a document like these “ Articles of 
Smalcald,” written by Luther and Melanchthon, six 
years after the Augsburg Confession, and subscribed 
so publicly and solemnly, and intended for the Gen- 
eral Council, as a fixed confession and separation 
from Rome, deservedly belongs to the authoritative 
expression of the faith of the Lutheran Church. 

B. [am glad to hear you say so. If you do not 
take care you will be in danger of becoming a sym- 
bolist, for you already receive the three general creeds, 
and the Augsburg Confession, and feel very kindly 
disposed towards the Apology and the Articles of Smal- 
eald. 

A. Well, I have never been unwilling to receive 
information, and to submit to the truth; and the facts 
you have stated are very stubborn things. 

B. I have stated nothing but facts, and I would 
request you to ask the ablest man on your side of 
the house, to refute them, if he can. 
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A. Have you any other symbolical books ? 

B. Yes, my dear A., and the next one that appears 
in my Book of Concord and that I shall introduce 
to you, is the one that you have known longest and 
revered most, not excepting the Augsburg Confession ! 

A. What do you mean? 

B. I mean “ The Small Catechism of Doctor Mar- 
tin Luther !” } 

A. You don’t mean to call that one of your “ sym- 
bolical books 2?” 

B. But, my dear A., I most certainly and em- 
phatically do, in harmony with the entire Evangeli- 
eal Lutheran Church, of all lands, for more than 
three hundred years. The Small Catechism is, to all 
intents and purposes, one of our symbolical books, 
and when you and others, misled by men who ought 
to know better, have been induced to reject the Sym- 
bolical Books, even when you professed to glory in one 
of them, viz., the Augsburg Confession, you did not 
know that you were denouncing and rejecting the 
very Catechism which you and your children and 
your parents before you, have loved and studied and 
committed to memory. | 

A. You don’t mean to say that we of the General 
Synod reject Luther’s Small Catechism ? 

B. No, I simply mean to say that all of you so 
sneeringly throw overboard the symbolical books, 
forgetting that if you could really do so, the Cate- 
chism would have to go with them. But while I 
admit that the General Synod, as such, has not re- 
jected Luther’s Catechism, especially as I am well 
aware that they have for years published it for the 
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use of their Sunday-schools and families, I must at 
the same time remind you of the fact, that the aver- 
sion to our symbolical books has really gone so far, 
in some parts of the General Synod, that Luther’s 
Catechism has been dropped, and other catechisms 
have taken its place. And as far as I know, the 
General Synod has not expressed itself against such 
departures from the old way. 

A. lam astaunch friend of Luther’s Catechism, 
and if you call that a symbolical book, I shall receive 
it as heartily as I do the Augsburg Confession. 

B. I was sure you would, and this only shows you 
how foolish this outcry against the symbolical books 
is. But what say you of the next book in my Book 
of Concord, “The Large Catechism of Doctor Mar- 
tin Luther ?”’ 

A. I have heard of it, but have never read it; but 
I presume it is very much like the Small, only 
Larger, as its name imports. 

B. You are right, and I think you and every 
candid man would admit that if Luther gave us so 
good a book in his Smaller, it is not likely he gave 
us Popish poison or unscriptural error in his Larger 
Catechism, and that if we accept the “ Smaller ”’ it is 
hardly consistent to throw the “ Larger”’ overboard, 
with the other rubbish called “symbolical books.” 
But there are a few facts about these catechisms, that 
I would like you to ponder. Luther, from the first, 
had not the design of writing two Catechisms. But 
his work expanded under his hands, and at the com- 
pletion of it he knew that it would not be suitable, 
in the first form, for the instruction of the common 
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people, of children, and the unlearned ; and hence he 
determined to prepare for these persons a small cate- 
chism. In April, 1529, the Large Catechism was 
completed in the German language; towards the 
end of summer the Small Catechism appeared. That 
the Small Catechism had not yet been thought of 
at the completion of the Larger one, can be proved 
beyond adoubt. Now if you accept Luther’s smaller 
catechism, is it likely that the Larger, which was 
written before it, and of which it is a mere abstract, 
contains Popery and heresy, and should be rejected 
_ under the odious name of “ symbolical books?’ I 
want you to remember, too, that after the three 
General creeds, the Catechisms of Luther properly 
stand first among the symbolical books, for they were 
written one year before the delivery of the Augsburg 
Confession. 

A, These are exceedingly interesting and im- 
portant facts, and as I greatly admire the Small 
Catechism and long ago committed it to memory, I 
shall embrace the earliest opportunity to read the 
“Larger,” which contains so much more of the same 
excellent matter. But, my dear B., how does it 
comé that our men, I mean our iis minds in the 
General Synod, ignore these things, and especially 
this Larger Catechism ? 

B. It would be very difficult to say what has in- 
duced some of them to act so strangely and so dif- 
ferently from former days, for I think I can show 
you that these very men, who will not have any- 
thing to do with the symbolical books, and hold up 
the Augsburg Confession alone, made use of differ- 
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ent language. In Article III., of the Constitution of 
the Theological Seminary of the General Synod at Grettys- 
burg, you will find that every Professor of this insti- 
tution must, on the day of his inauguration, publicly 
pronounce and subscribe an oath of office in which 
he says: ‘‘I believe the Augsburg Confession and the 
Catechisms of Luther to be a summary and just ex- 
hibition of the fundamental doctrines of the Word 
of God.” You see he says catechisms, in the plural, 
thus expressly including both the Larger and the 
Smaller. 

A. Nothing can be clearer or more certain. Does | 
every Professor still take that obligation? | 

B. Undoubtedly. Every Professor there, from 
the first to the last, and therefore it is so strange 
that men should speak so slightingly of the sym- 
bolical books, when the Professor’s oath binds him 
especially to three out of the six distinctively Lutheran 
symbols. 

A, It does seem strange. 

B. You see therefore that you have the authority 
of Gettysburg and of the General Synod for three 
symbolical books. All the books which I have pre- 
sented to you appeared within a very short time of 
each other, the Catechisms in 1529, the Augsburg Con- 
fession and Apology in 1530, and the Smalcald Articles 
in 1587; consequently five of the six symbolical books 
of the Lutheran Church appeared within eight years. 
Three of them—the Two Catechisms, and the Smaleald 
Articles—were written by Luther, and two of them, 
the Augsburg Confession and the Apology by Philip Mel- 
anchthon, who, in the Augsburg Confession itself, 
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elaborated the articles of faith previously prepared 
by Luther. Now you see how ridiculous, nay ab- 
solutely wicked, this hue and cry against the sym- 
bolical books is, at least, as far as five of them, or if 
you count in the three general creeds, eight of them are 
concerned. All the reasons that induce you to ac- 
cept the Augsburg Confession weigh in favor of the 
two catechisms prepared by Luther, a year before; 
the Apology, prepared by Melanchthon a few 
months after, and the Articles of Smalcald, prepared 
by Luther and signed by others. 

A. Yes, provided they are in harmony with the 
Augsburg Confession, and have been acknowledged 
by the Church. And I must confess, that upon the 
face of it, it does appear altogether likely that all 
these books, emanating from the same hands, during 
the first eight years of the Reformation confess one 
and the same truth.—But you say there is still an- 
other book, what is it? 

B. It is called “ The Formula of Concord.” 

A. Ah yes! now that you mention it, I recollect 
that I have frequently heard of it—more frequently 
than of any other, and if I am not mistaken, it is 
generally spoken of as the worst of all the Symboli- 
cal Books. What have you to say about it? 

B. It would take a long time to give you all the 
particulars connected with the preparation of this 
‘Formula of Concord.” You, can read them some 
other time, at your leisure; at present I will only 
give you the principal facts, which will be sufficient 
to remove your prejudices and to prepare you for 
an examination of this much-abused “ Symbolical 
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Book.” You know that the Evangelical party was. 
not only separated from Rome, but that important 
differences of opinion arose among themselves. You 
know that there were not only Lutherans, but Zwing- 
lians and Calvinists. Differences arose even in Lu- 
theran countries, and among Lutheran theologians, 
and grew much worse after Luther’s death, in 1546. 
While all acknowledged the Augsburg Confession, 
it came to pass ‘‘that in the jurisdiction of nearly 
every lord, there was a distinct system of doctrines, 
in consequence of which, not only many people were 
led astray, but the minds of the theologians were 
embittered against each other, so that they became 
every day further and further alienated.” It was 
therefore proposed that “every lord name some 
theologians who are lovers of peace, to the number 
of three or four persons, as well as an equal number 
of political counsellors, and appoint a day for them 
to assemble.” In May, 1576, eighteen theologians 
met at Torgau. By the 7th of June, 1576, they were 
able to deliver the fruits of their labors to the Elec- 
tor. This system of doctrine drawn up at Torgau, 
the arrangement of which, in twelve articles, was 
afterwards made a foundation for the Formula of 
Concord, had the title: ‘‘ The Resolutions at Torgau, 
showing in what manner and by what means, through 
the power of the Word of God, the rising dissen- 
sions between the theologians of the Augsburg Con- 
fession, may be settled and composed in Christian 
harmony.” 

So soon as the work was laid before the Elector, he 
not only examined it himself, but sent it to his pri- 
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vate counsellors, and afterwards to other Evangelical 
princes and estates, with the request that they should 
also examine it carefully and return it to him with 
their corrections and remarks. After the opinions 
and criticisms had been obtained they were deliv- 
ered to three of the most distinguished theologians 
of our church, viz., Chemnitz, Andree, and Selnecker, 
in order that they might review and improve the 
Book of Torgau from the criticisms now before 
them. After long and careful labor, and repeated 
conventions with other theologians, the work was 
entirely concluded in June, 1579. Such was the 
origin of the treatise which was subsequently called 
“ The Formula of Concord.” 

It is divided into two parts, the “Epitome” and 
the “‘ Full Declaration.” 

In the arrangement of the articles, reference was 
had to the Augsburg Confession ; for it was the de- 
sign of the Formula of Concord to furnish an ex- 
planation of the first Symbol of the Lutheran Church, 
and to point out successfully the deviations of cer- 
tain theologians from that confession. And because 
the suppression of the various dissensions in the 
Lutheran Church was the main object contem- 
plated in the Formula of Concord, so those articles 
of the Augsburg Confession, which had been exclu- 
sively directed against the erroneous doctrines of 
the Romish Church, were here no further discussed. 

A, It seems to me I have heard and read that 
this “Formula of Concord” met with violent oppo- 
sition, was never adopted by the whole Lutheran 
Church, and therefore has less claim even than the 
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others, to be regarded as one of the creeds or con-— 
fessions of our church. 

B. I know that this has often been said, and is 
constantly repeated. But, it originated from the 
church herself, was examined by her legitimate or- 
gans, subjected to public investigation, before its 
_ final conclusion, and frequently revised and im- 
proved, by reference to the criticisms which it had 
received. It was acknowledged by an overwhelm- 
ing majority of the church. Three Electors, twenty 
Princes, twenty-four Earls, four Barons, thirty-eight 
imperial cities, and about eight thousand holding 
offices in churches and in schools, had subscribed so 
early as 1577 and 1588. Its reception followed suc- 
cessively in the electorate of Saxony, of Pfaltz and 
of Brandenburg; in the dukedom of Prussia, Wit- 
temburg and Mechlenburg; in the margraviate of 
Kulmbach, Baireuth, Anspach and Baden; in Ober- 
pfalz, Neuburg and Sulzbach, the principality of 
Brunswick and Luneburg, in Thuringia, Coburg 
and Weimar; in Mumpelgard, Magdeburg, Meissen, 
Verder and Quedlinburg; in the earldoms of Henne- 
berg, Ottingen, Castell, Mansfield, Hanau, Hohen- 
lohe, Barby, Gleichen, Oldenburg, Haya, Eberstein, 
Limburg, Schoenburg, Loewenstein, Reinstein, Stol- 
berg, Schwarzburg, Leiningen, and others; in the 
towns of Lubeck, Hamburg, Luneburg, Ratisbon, 
Augsburg, Ulm, Biberach, Esslingen, Landau, Ha- 
genau, Rothenburg, Gosla, Muehlhausen, Reutlin- 
gen, Noerdlingen, Halle, Memmingen, Hildesheim, 
Hanover, Goettingen, Erfurt, Einbeck, Schweinfurt, 
Brunswick, Muenster, Heilbronn, Lindau, Donau- 
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werth, Wimpfen, Gingen, Bopfingen, Aalen, Kauf- 
beuern, Kempten, Issny, Leutkirch, Hameln, and 
Nordheim. To those countries which adopted the 
Formula of Concord, have subsequently been added 
Lunenburg, Sweden, at the Council of Upsal, in 
1598, and the Diet of Stockholm, in 1647 ; Holstein, 
since 1647; Pomerania, since 1685; and, somewhat 
earlier, Krain, Kaernthen, Steiermark, and Hungary. 

This statement, made upon the highest author- 
ity, will show you that the Formula of Concord was 
acknowledged, from the beginning, by “an over- 
whelming majority. of our Evangelical Lutheran 
Church.” This Symbolical Book was the last one 
adopted, and on the 25th of June, 1580, was pub- 
lished the so-called ‘ Book of Concord,” which is the 
authorized and well-known collection of all the sym- 
bolic confessions, creeds and doctrines of the Lu- 
theran Church. On the 25th of June, 1530, the first 
of our confessions, the Augsburg Confession, was pre- 
sented, and fifty years afterwards, to the very day, 
the complete Book of Concord was published, show- 
ing that all our Symbolical Books were complete 
within the first fifty years of our history, and therefore 
at a time when men would be likely to know the 
real character of our church and her doctrines. 

A. But did not the Lutheran Church in the old 
world, depart from these doctrines and symbolical 
books? | 

B. Theologians, preachers and people often proved 
- untrue to the doctrines and confessions, but the Lu- 
theran Church, as such, has never dropped, altered 
or revoked her confessions. No matter how unfaith- 
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- fal many in our land may be to the Declaration of — 
Independence and the Constitution of the United 
States, those documents will remain, with all their 
force and authority, until the United States shall 
formally repudiate them. | 

A. But, after all, these confessions are not bind- 
ing upon us, in this country and age. 

B. You and I have a right to do what we please. 
If we do not like the confessions and doctrines of 
the Lutheran Church, we can reject them, and leave 
the Lutheran Church. But, you see, that the 
Lutheran Church was in existence three hundred 
years before you and I appeared on the stage of 
life, and had her own name, history, doctrines 
and confessions before we were born. We certainly 
cannot alter them. You sometimes hear men say, 
they do not consider themselves bound by confes- 
sions, in the making of which they had no hand; 
but we might just as well say that because we had 
no hand in making the Declaration of Independence 
and the Constitution of the United States, we are 
not bound by them. 

A. But still, you will admit that the Lutheran 
Church in America, or as some prefer to call it “the 
American Lutheran Church,” had a right to modify 
these things and to set up for herself, as a sort of 
modified Lutheran church, and for this reason she 
has been content with the Augsburg Confession, and 
has dropped the other Symbolical Books. 

B. If the Lutherans—all the Lutherans in this © 
country had agreed, or would agree, to reject all the 
other Symbolical Books, and to receive the Augs- 
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burg Confession alone, it might be said they would 
have aright to do so, but they would then be obliged 
to assume a name which would indicate the differ- 
ence between them and others, who bear the same 
name. But, you will permit me to say, the Luther- 
ans in this country have never agreed to anything 
of the kind. There are almost 400,000 Lutherans in 
this country, and less than ninety thousand of these 
belong to General Synod. Three-fourths of the Lu-° 
therans in this country are altogether unwilling to drop 
and ignore the “rest of the Symbolical Books,” 

A. But don’t you believe that there was a general 
disposition to drop them, and that they really had 
been dropped, until some German “symbolists” (I 
beg your pardon for using the word!) stirred up the 
matter and made a great ado about it? ) 

B. 1 think you are greatly mistaken, as I can 
easily show you. The original Lutheran Churches 
in this country received not only the Augsburg Con- 
fession, but also all the rest of the Symbolical Books. 
The evidence has been published over and over 
again, and I am surprised that any intelligent Lu- 
theran clergyman or layman can have any doubts 
about it. I have a number of books here, in which 
I can show you the words and dates, and I have ex- 
amined some of the original manuscript constitutions 
and other documents, of our oldest Lutheran congre- 
gations, and all of them prove that Muhlenberg and 
the early Lutherans of this country, stood upon the 
old foundation of our church, and received all the 
acknowledged and well-known Symbolical Books, 
about which we have been speaking to-day. 
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A, If this is so, how did it happen that our min- — 
isters, theologians and churches departed so far from 
the old ways, as to denounce the Symbolical Books? 

B. That is easily explained, and ought not disturb 
you. I presume you will admit that men calling 
themselves Christians, have strayed very far from 
the true meaning of Scripture, as contained in the — 
three general creeds, and that, looking to a different 
sphere, men have departed widely from the Declara- 
tion of Independence and the Constitution, and have 
heaped very vile epithets upon them? | 

A. There can be no doubt of that. : | 

B. Germany, the land of Luther and the Reforma- 
tion, the land of the Bible and the pure confessions 
of our church,’drifted into a terrible condition of 
rationalism and unbelief; and in this country some 
were affected by the same degeneracy, others were 
educated under other denominational influences; 
many had very little acquaintance with the theology 
of our church, which was locked up in a language 
not familiar to them, and thus it came to pass, that 
many churches and pastors lost the old landmarks 
and retained little but the name, and a traditional 
reverence for the Augsburg Confession, which they 
interpreted to suit themselves. - 

But there were always some who were true, and 
the revival of a more earnest faith in the fatherland 
influenced many here. When others perceived that 
there was a growing disposition to make prominent 
the old doctrines, confessions and usages of our 
Church, and to bring back the churches to the old 
paths of the fathers of our Church in this land, they 
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made strenuous efforts to prevent this retrograde 
movement, as they were pleased to call it. They 
were anxious to throw overboard all confessions, even 
the Augsburg Confession, and published many pages to 
expose what they called its Popish features. Three 
of the most prominent men of the General Synod 
prepared an “American Recension” of the Augs- 
burg Confession, and published an anonymous con- 
fession, called “*The Definite Synodical Platform,” 
which they hoped would entirely supplant the Augs- 
burg Confession. But they failed. These attacks 
on the old flag only roused the loyal enthusiasm of 
ministers and people, and the Augsburg Confession 
was studied and revered more than ever. The next 
effort of these men was and is, to make much of 
the Augsburg Confession, and to reject the other 
symbolical books. When you look into it you will 
find, as I think I have shown you, that all the sym- 
bolical books, maintain, explain and defend the doc- 
trines of the Augsburg Confession. You will also 
find that many of your friends in the General Synod 
take the liberty of interpreting the Augsburg Con- 
fession to suit themselves, and make it mean and 
say things which Luther and Melanchthon did not 
_ mean to say in it and by it. Now as the other sym- 
bolical books, mostly by the same authors, clearly 
and explicitly and beyond a shadow of doubt, set 
forth the true meaning of the Augsburg Confession, 
you can easily understand why so many want to get 
rid of the rest of the symbolical books. Not that I 
believe it would help their cause if they could get 
rid of them, for we maintain that the Augsburg 
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Confession, if honestly \interpreted, contains the doc- — 
trines on account of which our opponents reject the 
other symbols. The split in the Church has not 
arisen simply on account of the rest of the symboli- 
cal books, but because the General Synod, as such, 
does not receive the Augsburg Confession in its 
“true, original, historical and honest sense.” 

A. But do you not think, after all, that the Augs- 
burg Confession would suffice, and that we could do 
without the other symbolical books very well? 

B. We might get along with the Augsburg Con- 
fession, but when you look at the matter more closely, 
you will see, that as there was a necessity and de- 
mand for each of the others; the Church has therein 
expressed her faith over against various errors, and 
in relation to various points, and that we cannot dis- 
pense with what she gives us as the result of her 
experience. Shall we reject the two Catechisms? 

A. No—I am not prepared for that. 

B. Shall we drop the Apology ? 

A. No—I feel that we ought to be very thankful 
for such an authorized explanation of the Augsburg 
Confession, by the author of the latter. 

B. Would you omit the Articles of Smalcald, after 
being told that they were written by Luther and | 
Melanchthon, and that ‘‘in and through these, the 
Reformation has been established, and a separation 
of the Evangelical from the Roman Churches defi- 
nitely settled?’’ | 

A. No—I think we ought to hold on to these 
Smalcald Articles. But don’t you think we might 
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drop the “Formula of Concord,” which seems to be 
the most offensive of all? | 

B. Tam surprised to hear you say so, after all I 
have told you about it. But let me add a few more 
points. Don’t you think it was absolutely necessary. 
to define the Lutheran faith over against Calvinism 
and other forms of doctrine, which had been more 
fully developed after the former confessions? Have 
you ever reflected that the most complete statement 
of our Church’s relations to the Scriptures and con- 
fessions of faith, is found in the very beginning of 
this Formula of Concord?” Let me read it to you: 

1. “We believe, teach, and confess, that the only 
rule and standard, according to which all doctrines 
and teachers alike ought to be tried and judged, are 
the prophetic and apostolic Scriptures of the Old 
and New Testaments alone. Other writings, how- 
ever, of ancient and modern teachers, whatever their 
reputation may be, shall not be held to be of equal 
authority with the Holy Scripture, but to be subordi- 
nate to it, and shall not be received otherwise or 
further than as witnesses respecting the manner in 
which such doctrine of the Prophets and Apostles 
was held in certain places, after the age of the Apos- 
tles.” “In this manner the difference between the 
Holy Scriptures of the Old and New Testaments 
and all other writings will be preserved, and the 
Holy Scriptures alone will remain as the sole judge, 
rule, and standard, according to which, as the only 
touchstone, all doctrines shall and must be under- 
stood and judged, whether they be good or evil, 
right or wrong. But the other Symbols and writ- 
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ings (meaning all our symbolical books) mentioned 
above, are not authorities like the Holy Scriptures, 
etc.” I do not want to take up more time, as this 
will suffice, and you can read it for yourself. 

Let me ask you, my dear A., in this connection, 
Have you not often heard us “Symbolists” of the 
General Council denounced for putting the symboli- 
cal books over the Bible or equal to it, while the 
General Synod alone gives the proper place to the 
Bible? 

A, I must admit that I have read and heard this 
charge repeatedly. 

B. Well then, whenever you hear it anal, tell 
the accuser that the “Formula of Concord,” that ter- 
rible and most offensive symbolical book, in its 
opening paragraphs, sets forth what symbolists be- 
lieve on this subject, and that.it would be hard to 
find, in any confession of any Church, a more ex- 
dunt, positive and Scriptural dodlanaticn on this 
subject. 

A. Tam glad you pointed this out to me, and am 
surprised at such slanderous insinuations. 

8. Your surprise at the blindness and wickedness 
of men will increase, as you examine the matter fur- 
ther. But, as my time is drawing to a close, I want 
to point out one or two more points, which render 
this “Formula of Concord” so valuable. While 
you will find it full of clear expositions of doctrine, 
I would specially commend to you the manner in 
which it sets forth our Lutheran doctrine of the 
Lord’s Supper, and refutes all those charges that are 
‘brought against it. 
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The other is this: You know, that one of the 
most important points of difference between us and 
the Calvinists is the doctrine “of God’s foreknowl- 
edge and election,” and in the eleventh article of this 
very Formula of Concord, you will find a complete, 
learned, Scriptural and authoritative statement of 
our doctrine upon this point. If you reject this last 
symbolical book, I would like to ask you and your 
learned friends of the other side of the house, where 
is the authoritative, clear and full doctrine of the General 
_ Synod upon this very important and controverted 
point? I know that the true doctrine is contained 
in our confessions, but it was not possible to give a 
clear, complete and final utterance upon this subject, 
until the time of the Formula of Concord. I think, 
too, that you will find that whenever your theologians 
want to present some greatly needed strong declara- 
tions of the Lutheran Church, on this and other 
points, they do not hesitate to quote from this very 
Formula of Concord. 

A. If they quote this as authority, while they re- 
ject it as a Symbolical Book, they are certainly not 
acting very honorably. | : 

&. Lagree with you. But it is time for our con- 
versation to come to a Close. I hope it has not been 
altogether in vain. 

A, I assure you, my dear B., that I am greatly in- 
debted to you. You have told me many things that 
were entirely new, and I am free to admit that I 
have suffered myself to be too much influenced by 
prejudice. I will not say that you have converted 
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me, but I will say that I will procure and study 
these Symbolical, Books. 

B. Tam glad to hear you say so. I want you to 
judge for yourself. We are not afraid of the light, 
and are convinced that a candid examination will 
bring many others to our side. Commending to 
you Paul’s motto, ‘¢ Prove all things, hold fast that 
which is good,”’ I wish you Good-Night! 

A. Good-Night! with many thanks! Good-Night! 
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